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considered as essentially differing is the Vau (•?). But
this form of the Vau (^) occurs upon the coins of John
Hyrcanus, the successor of Simon, and on the coins of the
former's successors, and never on the coins of the Revolts.
One may also remark that the form of the Vau on the silver
shekels ty) also occurs, together with 5jZ on the coins
of Hyrcanus. If palaeography, of which we see endless
varieties on the coins of the Revolts (for example, the
Aleph and Vau), is to be brought forward for such minute
criticism, then surely, because the coins of Eleazar have
the Aleph, the He, and several other letters almost iden-
tical with the characters on the silver shekels, therefore
they should be given to the time of Simon ! I certainly
agree with De Saulcy, that the style and fabric of the
copper do not accord with that of the silver, and like him,
seeing nothing else that I can venture to* do with them,
I consider that both silver and copper were issued at the
same time.51
2. Notwithstanding that the years are written at length
on these coins of the fourth year, as upon those of the
first three years of the First Revolt, I am of opinion that
the introduction of such large-sized coins of three
varieties, would not have taken place during the factions
in the city, or so soon before the capture of Jerusalem*
Garrucci's suggestion that had these coins been struck by
Simon Maccabseus, they ought to have been inscribed
ssn "ro>, as upon the silver, I must certainly reject
51 If a comparison with coins of modern times might be
hazarded, one may compare the fine gold pieces (Agostard) of
Frederic II., Emperor (1220— 1250), with his laurelled portrait,
like a Roman bust, struck in Sicily, with the miserable specimens
of copper issued at the same time with his effigy most bar-
barously treated. (Of, Ricerche mil' Agostaro di Fed.IL
Bologna, 1819,)

